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Litigation Update

Sunrise Water Acquisition Negotiations: The Town Attorney’s Office w s previous]y

advised by the Finance Department that the Bid Selection Committee met on September
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Selection Commitiee will present its ranking to the Town Council for its review ai the next
Town Coungil Meeting,

Ordonez, et al v. Town of Davie: This matter went to trial and the jury returned a zero
verdict for the Plaintiffs, The plaintiffs failed to file a timely Notice of Appeal and
therefore, the jury verdict is now final. Mr. Burke has move to tax court costs against the
Plaintiffs. His motion remains pending.

Sessa v. Town of Davie (Forman): On September 6, 2001, the Town Attorney’s Office
forwarded to the binding mediator jts Memorandum of Law ¢ concerning the Forman
properties. This matter has heen bifurcated pursuant to agreement of the parties and the
initial issue for determination at the first mediation session was whether the Town Was
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receipt of such further legal auihority submijied h:,[ the parties, the mediator will EEEE 1
determination. If the binding mediator determines that the Forman properties are sybject
to a_special rosd assessment. then a second binding medistion shall be scheduled to
determine whether or pot the Formans' properties specifically benefitted by the work

which iz the subject of the disputed specia) assessment.

Coastal Carting Ltd., Inc. v. City of Sunrise, et al: United States District Judge Jose
A. Gonzalez, Jr. dismissed this action as to the Plaintiff, Coastal Carting Ltd. only. This
case will proceed as to the garbage companies allowed to intervene. At this time, the case
15 modt being prosecuted against the municipalities, including the Town of Davie. It is Mr.
Johnson's understanding that the municipalities may be brought back into the case at a later
date since the Resource Recovery Board of Broward County is still alleging that the
municipalities are indispensable parties.

Seventy-Five East, Inc. and Griffin-Orange North, Inc. v. Town of Davie: A final
hearing was held before Judge Cocalis regarding the Plaintiffs' Petition for Wril of
Certiorari and both sides are now awaiting the court’s decision,

MY Properties, Inc.: Twmﬂwﬂﬂm of Davie's
Motion for Summary Judgment and entered & Final Summary Iydgment in favor of the
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ordered by the Appellate Court to attend a mediation conference on November 1, 2001,

Cummings v. Town of Davie: The Town and the Plaintiffs entered into a Stipulation for
Settlement which was filed with the court at the July 23, 2001 hearing. The attorney for
the Plaintiffs has advised the Town Attorney’s Office that the Plaintiffs have begun the
varlance application procedure required under the terms of the Stipulation for Settlement.

Town of Davie v. Malka: The Town Attorney’s Office has been in close contact with QUE
Building Official, Mr. Sprovero. Mr, Sprovero has advised the Town Attorney’s Oifice
that the exterior of the home is now nearly complete. The exterior has been painted and
the construction debris is being removed. The roof tile is on back order, but should arrive
on Monday, October ], 2001, and it is snticipated that the completion of the exterior in
total 15 ermpeni, This has been the main poal of the Code Enforcement Division, the
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Town Amorney's Office and the Building Department, as well as the residents in the
community. The owner has applied for a permit to complete the interior of the structure.

City of Pompano Beach, et al v. Flurida Department of Agriculiure and Consumer
Services; The Florids Dy f lrure has filed a motion seeking to tax costs
of approximately $11,000,00 against the County and the coalition of citjes due to the 4‘“
District Court of Appeal's reversal of Judge Fleet’s Ruling in the Circuit Court case.
the meantime, the coalition of cities successfully filed a Rule j:]mllme:_m_m
w&:m WIAH in which the Administrative Law Judee found
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exercise of delepated legislative authority by the Department and in violation of the Florida
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citrus tree exhibiting visible sizns of Citrus Canker. As stated earlier, the Depariment is
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has filed a motion against the County, the coalition of cities and the individually named
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to cover current and future costs incurred l:wI the C&muw
costs will total $30.000.00, By the costs being paid by the County and cities, any personal
Liability for payment of same by the individual plaintiffs would be eliminated. In the
meantme, the County apd coalition of cities is also seeking (o recover its costs in the
DOAH proceeding which it hopes will offset any costs awarded o the Department in the
Circuit C

Christina MacKenzle Maranon v. Town of Davie: The Town of Davie has filed a
Motion for Summary Final Judgment on behalf of the Town of Davie and Police Officer
Quentin Taylor seeking to dismiss both parties as defendants in this lawsuit, The Maotion
for Summary Judgment continoes (0 remain pending. In the meantime, the Court has
removed the case from the trial docket pending itz ruling on our Motion for Summary
Judgment. There is & good likelihood therefore, that even if our Motion for Summary
Judgment 15 not granted, that this lawsuil will not be heard before the end of the year,
should it go to trial,

Reinfeld v. Town of Davie, et al: The 3 Leag “ities 3 3signe
Em the n:mal.ruﬂg ml:lm:lu.ul. ﬁf:nda.rj!, ﬂ Wi:lmﬂ: rwcwﬁl a mw l'm-m the

msuﬁpurt afﬂ:w: Mm:un Lo Dmn:s:. Mr. Wm:x:: as 4 defendant, Mr Mnrram i5 mnﬁdm_-];

that Mr. Weiner will be dismissed a5 3 defendant in these proceedings, but is awaiting the
conrt's miling on his motion, Discovery procedures have been commenced by both sides
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and Mr. Burke ived the Plaiptififs respons Wi 1 fories
propounded by fim finiti i ' [ s i
this litigation.

the Department of Transportation has agreed to award the property to the high bidder apd
the Town has filed with the Depariment its potice that it will be filing a formal protest of
the Depurtment's action. The next step, gecording to Mr. Burke, will be for the Town to
file a formal protest and then the Department must make a ruling or send this matter to the
Division of Administrative Hearings for further action,



